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is on our government agencies and 
their crucial missions, a portion of this 
bill recognizes our Nation’s univer-
sities as a critical component of the 
United States bioterrorism defense 
plan. Centers across the Nation, like 
Florida’s Center for Biological Defense, 
do critical bio-defense work at the 
local, State, and national level every-
day. In fact, it is these programs that 
have coordinated first responder train-
ing programs, developed products capa-
ble of identifying biological contami-
nation on site, and developed new tech-
niques for containing disease and pre-
venting the spread of contagious patho-
gens. I am delighted that the Senate 
has been proactive in acknowledging 
the tremendous value of these pro-
grams in an effort to encourage their 
receipt of additional Federal grants in 
the future. 

I am pleased that I was able to be 
part of the effort to draft and pass the 
Bioterrorism Preparedness Act of 2001 
and I am thankful to my fellow Sen-
ators for ensuring the passage of this 
vital bi-partisan legislation prior to 
the holiday recess. I look forward to 
passing a final version of this bill at 
the conclusion of the conference be-
tween the House and Senate, as I be-
lieve that implementation of this bill 
will not only ensure our preparedness 
for any future biological threats, but 
will also quell the concerns and fears of 
the American people. 

f 

MTBE

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr. 
President, for the third day this week, 

I have come to the floor to speak about 

MTBE.
This is the gas additive that has be-

come a huge concern for millions 

across the Nation because of the con-

tamination it has caused. 
That is certainly true of many com-

munities throughout New Hampshire 

where it has become a crisis. And the 

crisis will continue to escalate unless 

it is dealt with. 
I was pleased last week when the ma-

jority leader made a commitment to 

me that the Senate will vote on MTBE 

legislation before the end of February. 
Until the day of that vote arrives, I 

will continue to come to the floor to 

remind Senators of the terrible impact 

that MTBE is having on the Nation. 

And remind them why it is important 

that we act now. 
In 1990, the Clean Air Act was amend-

ed to include a clean gasoline program. 

That program mandated the use of an 

oxygenate in our fuel—MTBE was one 

of two options to be used. 
The program with MTBE is that 

when it is leaked or spilled, it moves 

through the ground very quickly and 

into the water table. 
Many homes in New Hampshire and 

across the nation have lost use of their 

water supply because of MTBE con-

tamination.

Many others have had to install ex-

pensive water treatment systems in 

order to drink the water or even show-

er.
According to the New Hampshire De-

partment of Environmental Services, 

there may be up to 40,000 private wells 

with some MTBE contamination. Of 

those, up to 8,000 may have MTBE con-

tamination over state health stand-

ards.
So far this week, I have talked about 

the problems faced by families and 

small businesses throughout the re-

gions of New Hampshire. 
Today I want to talk about the Sojka 

family who have a home on Cobbetts 

Pond in Windham. 
The water supply for the home is a 

deep, bedrock on-site well. 
Just about two years ago, the Sojkas 

began noticing that the water had a 

strange odor and that it left a residue 

on their hands. 
So they did a little test of their own 

to see if there really was anything un-

usual with their water. Their son Brian 

filled up a bowl full of tap water and 

let it sit overnight. They were horrified 

with their finding next morning. The 

water had a slick oily film floating on 

top—the same water that the family 

had been drinking, bathing in, and 

cleaning their food with. 
As a result, the Sojkas had their 

water tested. The test revealed MTBE 

contamination at a level twice as high 

as the State standard. 
They contacted the State of New 

Hampshire for help—by now, it had be-

come quite common for the state to get 

this type of request. 
The state began providing bottled 

water to the family. Just like the Mil-

ler family I spoke of yesterday, the 

Sojka’s pointed out similar concern— 

that while bottled water is fine for 

drinking, it doesn’t help with other 

daily needs such as: bathing; washing 

fruits and vegetables; and cooking. 
Within a few months of the initial 

tests at the Sojka home, the MTBE 

contamination levels in the well 

jumped up by almost 8,000 percent. 
Unbelievable contamination! 
Last summer, the State installed an 

elaborate and cumbersome water treat-

ment system on the Sojka’s property. 

Unlike the Millers that I spoke of yes-

terday, who had a system installed in 

their home, the system needed for the 

Sojka’s was too large to fit in the home 
The State had to build a shed sepa-

rate from the house for the commercial 

water treatment system. The system 

consists of an enormous commercial 

air stripper and two 6 cubic foot carbon 

units.
Such a system costs in the neighbor-

hood of $20,000. 
Fortunately for the family, the state 

is providing the system and cost of op-

eration and maintenance to the tune of 

an additional $5,000 per year. 
Can you imagine having a large 

chuck of your back yard being occupied 

by a commercial water treatment sys-
tem.

It is terrible that this has to happen 
to any family. And it is horribly wrong 
for federal mandate to cause such pain. 

This problem isn’t unique to New 
Hampshire—it exists in Maine, Cali-
fornia, Nevada, Texas, New York, 
Rhode Island, and on and on. 

We would be delinquent in our duties 
as United State Senators if we were to 
sit back and do nothing about this. 

We must act soon. 
I have a bill that has been reported 

out of committee two years in a row 
that will address these problems. 

Mr. President, the time to act is 
now—it is time to help out the families 
who have fallen victim to a Federal 
mandate.

f 

Mr. CLELAND. Mr. President, the 
far-reaching education package before 
us today makes significant strides to-
ward meeting three of America’s most 
important education goals: improved 
student achievement, increased ac-
countability, and enhanced teacher 
quality. I am very pleased that the 
conference report includes two of the 
amendments I offered to the Senate 
BEST Act—my Immigrants to New 
Americas amendment and my amend-
ment to establish a National Center for 
School and Youth Safety. I thank the 
distinguished managers of the Senate 
bill, Senator KENNEDY and Senator 
JEFFORDS, for their support and their 
willingness to assist me. I also want to 
express my appreciation to the staff of 
the Senator from Massachusetts for 
the courtesies and counsel they showed 
to me and to my staff. 

Finally, I want to thank the ‘‘edu-
cation team’’ on my own staff, led by 
Lynn Kimmerly, my superb deputy leg-
islative director, and Donni Turner, my 
outstanding chief staff counsel, who 
helped not only in developing and win-
ning support for my amendments but 
in analyzing and advising me on all of 
the details of this landmark legisla-
tion. They have served our State and 
our Nation well, and our country’s 
children will be the beneficiaries. 

My Immigrants to New Americans 
language addresses the explosion of im-
migrants coming to this country over 
the past decade. Information from the 
2000 Census shows that the impact from 
this wave of immigration is having a 
dramatic impact on schools and com-
munities across America, including 
non-traditional immigrant commu-
nities in states like Wisconsin, Iowa, 
Nebraska, Oklahoma, Georgia and the 
Carolinas. My amendment will provide 
resources to these communities to help 
ensure that these children—and their 
families—are being served appro-
priately. Specifically, it would expand 
the use of funds under the Emergency 
Immigrant Education set-aside to in-
clude activities which, one, assist cul-
turally and linguistically diverse chil-
dren achieve success in America’s 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 11:53 Jun 14, 2005 Jkt 039102 PO 00000 Frm 00168 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR01\S20DE1.006 S20DE1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 27799December 20, 2001 
schools and, two, allow local edu-

cational agencies to partner with com-

munity-based organizations to provide 

the families of these children access to 

comprehensive community services. 
My second amendment incorporated 

in this landmark legislation addresses 

the deeply troubling issue of violence 

at Columbine and Heritage High and in 

other schools across the country. My 

School Safety Enhancement Amend-

ment, based on the best research in the 

field of school violence prevention, 

would create a National Center for 

School and Youth Safety tasked with 

the mission of providing schools with 

adequate resources to prevent inci-

dents of violence. The National Center 

would offer emergency assistance to 

local communities to respond to school 

safety crises, including counseling for 

victims, assistance to law enforcement 

to address short-term security con-

cerns, and advice on how to enhance 

school safety and prevent future inci-

dents. It would also operate a toll-free, 

anonymous nationwide hotline for stu-

dents to report criminal activity and 

other high-risk behaviors, such as sub-

stance abuse, gang or cult affiliation, 

depression, or other warning signs of 

potentially violent behavior. Finally, 

the National Center would compile in-

formation about the best practices in 

school violence prevention, interven-

tion, and crisis management. The goal 

of the National Center for School and 

Youth Safety is to involve the entire 

community—parents, school officials, 

law enforcement officers, and local 

governments and agencies—to make 

them aware of the resources, grants 

and expertise available to enhance 

school safety and prevent school crime. 
In closing, I would like to quote 

former British Prime Minister Ben-

jamin Disraeli, who once said: ‘‘Upon 

the education of the people of this 

country, the fate of this country de-

pends.’’ One of the most important in-

vestments this nation can make is an 

investment in the education of its fu-

ture leaders. It is my fervent hope that 

Members of Congress, on both sides of 

the aisle, will see the wisdom in invest-

ing adequate dollars to carry out the 

worthy goals of this critically impor-

tant piece of legislation—improved stu-

dent achievement, increased account-

ability, and enhanced teacher quality. 

It is an investment in the future of 

America, and the future, after all, is in 

very small hands. 

f 

ON REAUTHORIZATION OF THE 

PROMOTING SAFE AND STABLE 

FAMILIES PROGRAM 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, the 

Senate recently passed legislation re-

authorizing an important child welfare 

program known as Promoting Safe and 

Stable Families. Under the auspices of 

this Social Security Act grant pro-

gram, States are able to provide serv-

ices to at-risk families to prevent the 
need for children to enter the foster 
care system. 

Four types of services are included in 
the program: family preservation; com-
munity-based family support; time- 
limited family reunification; and adop-
tion promotion and support. In addi-
tion, the program provides funding for 
state court improvement projects. I 
cannot proceed without praising Iowa’s 
court improvement project which, 
under the leadership of Judge Terry 
Huitink and Judge Stephen Clarke, has 
produced valuable research to stream-
line the court process for children 
waiting to be adopted. The Iowan 
project also provides training for 
judges in order to increase under-
standing of the needs of children in the 
foster care system. 

The reauthorization passed by the 
Senate ensures that money will be 
available for the next five years at an 
annual minimum of $305 million per 
year. An additional $200 million is au-
thorized to be spent from discretionary 
funds determined annually by Senate 
appropriators. I am also pleased the 
2002 Senate Labor, Health and Human 
Services, and education appropriations 
legislation included $70 million in dis-
cretionary spending for the Safe and 
Stable program, for a total funding 
level of $375 million in fiscal year 2002. 
In fact, I and some of my Senate col-
leagues are sending a letter to Presi-
dent Bush tomorrow requesting that 
full funding of $505 million for the pro-
gram be included in the Administra-
tion’s fiscal year 2003 budget. 

The Promoting Safe and Stable Fam-
ilies program is a valuable weapon in 
the fight against child abuse and ne-
glect. The Federal Government spends 
billions of dollars each year to provide 
services to children who have already 
been placed in the foster care system. 
Much less money is spent on providing 
services before removal from the home 
is necessary. In fact, the Congressional 
Budget Office estimates that between 
1999 and 2003, money spent on removing 
children from their homes and placing 
them in foster and adoptive homes will 
exceed by nine times the amount of 
money spent on services and preven-
tion. Furthermore, annual spending 
during this period for removal and 
placement is expected to increase by 
thirty-five percent, from $4.8 billion to 
$6.5 billion, while annual spending for 
prevention and services is expected to 
increase by only nine percent, from 
$0.57 billion to $0.62 billion. 

More than one hundred thirty thou-
sand children are waiting to be adopted 
out of foster care in the United States, 
and at least 4,500 of those children live 
in Iowa. Each child deserves a loving 
family and a safe environment. Pro-
moting Safe and Stable Families 
grants provide critical services to vul-
nerable families and children, and I am 
pleased the Senate fulfilled its duty 
and acted to reauthorize the program. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I 
rise today in support of the Enhanced 
border Security Act of 2001. We must 
take the long term steps to strengthen 
the security at our borders. I want to 
commend my colleagues, Senators 
KENNEDY and FEINSTEIN, BROWNBACK

and KYL, for their tireless work to ad-
dress border security issues. 

The bill we will be voting on today, 
the Enhanced Border Security Act of 
2001, was a product of the thoughtful 
merging of two bills. As an original co-
sponsor of Senators KENNEDY and
BROWNBACK’s initial version of this bill, 
I have worked closely with the four 
principal sponsors to integrate the best 
of each of these two pieces of legisla-
tion, and have been very please with 
the outcome of this effort. 

This bill addresses what I consider to 
be one of the most important issues in 
our fight against terorism—how we can 
effectively secure our borders from ter-
rorists. This bill address border secu-
rity by increasing the number of border 
patrol and immigration personnel at 
the borders; improving the quality and 
sharing of identity information; im-
proving the screening of foreign na-
tions seeking to enter the U.S. on 
visas; and improving awareness of the 
comings and goings of these foreign na-
tionals as they enter or exit our coun-
try.

As a member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, I have been honored to work 
closely with Senators KENNEDY and
FEINSTEIN to find ways to better pro-
tect our borders and provide necessary 
support to the men and women who 
work for the State Department, the 
Immigration and Naturalization Serv-
ice and the U.S. Customs Agency. 

I, along with many of my colleagues, 
am currently pressing for funding to 
triple the number of Immigration and 
Naturalization Service and U.S. Cus-
toms personnel on our northern border 
and improve border technology, the au-
thorization for which was included in 
the USA Patriot Act. In the past, a se-
vere lack of resources at our northern 
border has compromise the ability of 
border control officials to execute their 
duties. I am pleased that Congress 
made the tripling of these resources a 
priority for national security, and I 
will continue to fight for full funding 
of this measure. This bill also address-
es these needs by increasing INS in-
spectors and border patrol staffing 
each by 200 persons per year for the fis-
cal year 2002–2006. The bill also author-
izes $150 million in spending for im-
proving technology and facilities at 
our borders. 

The Enhanced Border Security Act of 
2001 addresses several other critical 
issues. In hearings this session before 
the Immigration Subcommittee and 
the Technology and Terrorism Sub-
committee, as well as the full Judici-
ary Committee, we heard repeated 
calls for better sharing of law enforce-
ment and intelligence information as it 
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